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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This office action is responsive to communication filed on 1/5/201 1 . 
Claims 1-17 have been examined. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments presented in the pre-appeal brief request for review dated 
1/5/201 1 (claimed subject matter rejected under official notice), is persuasive 
and, therefore, the finality of office action dated 1 1/05/2010, is withdrawn and 
the prosecution is hereby reopened. However, upon further consideration of 
the available prior arts, the claimed subject matter is rejected with the new 
grounds of rejection. This office action is made non-final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claim 1 , 3-5, and 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject 
matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "the web browser" in line 7. It is unclear whether 
it refers to "a web browser" in line 4, or "a web browser of a telecommunication 
system" in lines 4-5. Other limitations reciting "the web browser" are also 
rejected for the same reason. 

Claim 1 recites the limitation "a CGI and/or ASP program of the server driven 
by the embedded web server" in lines 10-11. It is unclear whether "the server" 
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and "the embedded web server" are the same or not. If not, it is unclear what 
server it is referring to. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "...generate a command enabling 
communication between the mobile telephone and the telecommunication 
system, and displaying data of the selected menu stored in the mobile phone on 
the web browser according to the command..." in lines 10-13. It is unclear 
whether the command is actually executed or not. If not, how the displaying 
according to the command is actually being carried out. Note that according to 
Microsoft Computer dictionary, Fifth Edition, a command is "An instruction to a 
computer program that, when issued by the user, causes an action to be carried 
out. Commands are usually either typed at the keyboard or chosen from a 
menu". Since the specification does not describe what specifically a command 
is, a command must be issued or executed, not just generated, in order to 
carry out an action according to Microsoft Computer dictionary. 

Claim 3 recites the limitation "...generate a command enabling 
communication between the mobile telephone and the telecommunication 
system, and updating the same data updated in the mobile phone according to 
the command..." in lines 16-18. It is unclear whether the command is actually 
executed or not. If not, how the updating according to the command is actually 
being carried out. See discussion above. 

Claims 4, 5, and 9-1 1 are rejected for similar reasons as for claim 3. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Theimer (US 6,51 9,241 B1 , hereinafter Theimer), in view of Zweig (US 
2002/01 73877 A1 , hereinafter Zweig), and further in view of Hauduc et al. (US 
6,993,568 B1, hereinafter Hauduc). 

Regarding claim 1 , Theimer discloses a device for managing information data 
in a mobile IP-based mobile telephone, the device comprising: 

an embedded web server for displaying a homepage of the mobile 
telephone on a web browser when linked to the mobile telephone through a web 
browser of a telecommunication system [FIG. 1 Web server 2, Authorized 
browser 5, and column 3, lines 26-48], displaying data of a selected menu stored 
in the mobile telephone on the web browser according to the command [col. 3, 
lines 49-64, display on authorized browser 5]; 

a CGI and/or ASP program of the server driven by the embedded web 
server [col. 4, lines 16-26]; and 

a memory for storing data of the information management menus [col. 4, 
lines 8-13, storage medium 12]. 
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Theimer discloses substantially the claimed invention as described above, but 
fail to specifically disclose about: driving a CGI and/or ASP program to generate 
a command for communication between the mobile phone and the 
telecommunication system using the web browser, and to transmit a message 
confirming that data updated in the web browser has been updated in the mobile 
telephone to the web browser; a homepage of the mobile telephone, for 
displaying information management menus of the mobile telephone and including 
a language pack storing at least one language so that the information 
management menus can be displayed in a selected language. However Zweig 
discloses a mobile robotic having an embedded web server and a CGI program 
that can generate a command for communication between the mobile robotic and 
a remote system over the internet using a web browser. Zweig also discloses a 
web page of the mobile robotic for displaying information management menus of 
the mobile robotic [see at least the abstract, para. 0016, 0034, 0061 , and 0076]. 
Zweig further discloses communications between the mobile robotic and the 
remote system regarding modification/updates over the internet using a web 
browser [see at least para. 0038]. 

Thus it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Theimer by 
incorporating Zweig's idea in order to achieve remote control/updates on a 
mobile robotic/phone using a remote browser on the internet as claimed [see at 
least the abstract]. 
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Theimer and Zweig disclose substantially all the limitations, but fails to 
specifically disclose a language pack storing at least one language so that the 
information management menus can be displayed in a selected language. 

However, Hauduc discloses the idea of using language packs that can 
convert the content of the Web pages into the desired language and render the 
translated content for the Web client [col. 2, lines 35-49]. Thus it would have 
been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Theimer and Zweig by incorporating 
Hauduc's idea for the purpose of providing the content of a Web application in 
the client's preferred language, thereby providing language localization for 
server-based applications. 

Regarding claim 2, Theimer further discloses wherein said information 
management menus represent information of the mobile telephone [col. 1 , lines 
34-44]. 

Regarding claim 3, Theimer discloses a method for managing information 
data in a mobile IP-based mobile telephone, the method comprising the steps of: 
accessing the mobile telephone through an Internet web browser of a 
telecommunication system [FIG. 1 , Authorized browser 5, and column 3, lines 
26-48]; 

displaying a page of the mobile telephone on the web browser [col. 1 , 
lines 34-44]; 
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displaying information management menus [col. 3, lines 49-64, display on 
authorized browser 5]. 



Theimer discloses substantially the claimed invention as described above, but 
fail to specifically disclose about: driving, by an embedded web server of the 
mobile phone, a CGI and/or ASP program to generate a command enabling 
communication between the mobile phone and the telecommunication system 
using the web browser, and to transmit a message of successful update to the 
web browser; displaying a homepage of the mobile telephone on the web 
browser including a language pack storing at least one language so that the 
information management menus can be displayed in a selected language. 
However Zweig discloses a mobile robotic having an embedded web server and 
a CGI program that can generate a command for communication between the 
mobile robotic and a remote system over the internet using a web browser. 
Zweig also discloses a web page of the mobile robotic for displaying information 
management menus of the mobile robotic [see at least the abstract, para. 0016, 
0034, 0061 , and 0076]. Zweig further discloses communications between the 
mobile robotic and the remote system regarding modification/updates over the 
internet using a web browser [see at least para. 0038]. 

Thus it would have been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at 
the time the invention was made to modify the teaching of Theimer by 
incorporating Zweig's idea in order to achieve remote control/updates on a 
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mobile robotic/phone using a remote browser on the internet as claimed [see at 
least the abstract]. 

Theimer and Zweig disclose substantially all the limitations, but fails to 
specifically disclose a language pack storing at least one language so that the 
information management menus can be displayed in a selected language. 

However, Hauduc discloses the idea of using language packs that can 
convert the content of the Web pages into the desired language and render the 
translated content for the Web client [col. 2, lines 35-49]. Thus it would have 
been obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to modify the teaching of Theimer and Zweig by incorporating 
Hauduc's idea for the purpose of providing the content of a Web application in 
the client's preferred language, thereby providing language localization for 
server-based applications. 

Claims 4-5 substantially incorporate all the limitations of claims 1 -3. The 
reasons for the rejection of claims 1 -3 apply to claims 4-5. Therefore claims 4-5 
are rejected for substantially the same reasons. 

Regarding claims 6-7, Theimer further discloses wherein said command 
includes a standard protocol for communication between the mobile telephone 
and the telecommunication system using the web browser [col. 4, lines 16-25]. 

Claim 8 is of the same scope as claim 2. It is rejected for the same reason as 
for claim 2. 
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Claims 9-14 are of the same scope as claims 3-8. They are rejected for the 
same reasons as for claims 3-8. 
7. Claims 15-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Theimer (US 6,51 9,241 B1 , hereinafter Theimer), in view of Zweig (US 
2002/01 73877 A1 , hereinafter Zweig) and Hauduc et al. (US 6,993,568 B1 , 
hereinafter Hauduc), and further in view of Parry (US 7,002,703 B2, hereinafter 
Parry). 

Regarding claim 15, Theimer, Zweig, and Hauduc disclose the claimed 
invention except for specifically disclose that displaying the homepage of the 
mobile telephone on a web browser of a telecommunication system further 
comprises receiving a website address of the mobile telephone in the web 
browser to access the mobile telephone. However, displaying the homepage of 
a device by entering the URL or the website address of the device is well known 
in the art, as evidenced by Parry [see col. 1 1 , lines 22-34]. It would have been 
obvious to a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to incorporate Parry's teaching into Theimer's, Zweig's, and Hauduc's 
system since entering the URL or the website address of the mobile telephone 
on a web browser of a telecommunication system is the most direct way of 
accessing the homepage of the mobile telephone. 

Claims 1 6-17 are of the same scope as claim 1 5. They are rejected for the 
same reasons as for claim 1 5. 

Conclusion 
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Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in 
the references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. 
Although the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and 
are applied to specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and 
figures may apply as well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in 
preparing responses, to fully consider the references in entirety as potentially 
teaching all or part of the claimed invention, as well as the context of the passage 
as taught by the prior art or disclosed by the Examiner. 
In the case of amending the claimed invention, Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the 
structure relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the 
metes and bounds of the claimed invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to MICHAEL C. LAI whose telephone number is 
(571)270-3236. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Ario Etienne can be reached on (571) 272-4001 . The fax 
phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). If you would like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service 
Representative or access to the automated information system, call 800-786- 
9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

Michael C. Lai 
07MAY201 1 

/ARIO ETIENNE/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2457 



